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jJRT c||i|H kw TRir HIHeii 


f^I : 3^7 kfa ^TT.^PIT. ^ ^ ^ TIT ^gT k ^ 3Tramt ^ kf 

7iTra 1 


jj. 14/11/2005- ilMilIJi) 1995 k 7TkTI-^7 3TfafW3, 1975 (fkk 3 tM 

3tNwt -nm t) sfa wi-wr m wTMfafl #RT-^r ^fkF (Rfe ^ ^ F7 wktkt ^ft 

yfk-fmfRT) fWTRcft, 1995 (fkk 33lk Pi-HHiqcfl ^3 ’PII t) ^ k <<s ^ 


TW*$ 4^'^pT : 

(1) 4 fWTeT ^nleT. ^ 313^ k 3TfafW3 37k fWTRFft ^ 3Tfikc3 33k 

^3 ^H.ttttt. 3TPY 7R7g k?T "RH1?) e£ <k R1 73 t^tfrTrf MlkUd (fkk 37lk 

m\ 1?) W7T ^71 33RW el J ll^ fdRt'd (fkk 37lk ITTfa'+lk 7 T^ ^ >,{+" 

OT^T ^FR f^FTT &3T 33k 77^5 k 7R7g R7^ ^ 37FTFT1 FT eHN^ ST^kf ^FF *3T I 


( 2 ) TRHg k ifl l fFe T 3c9R tkZTkR-k m*4Ud fl HlkUd <FT fa Pink l ffafk^T SRFTTkt 3TF 7?kf k faFTT 

T5TRTT t 33k ^7 M ddiHldil 3Tk RTfkfcW ^ d>l3'- l l 73kt -Hi's^il 33k ^ft ^ tkdTkR-^ Hinl^d 

^ tk^fTTlkkl k VllkTel f^RI TpH Rf 1 


( 3 ) UTkFFkt k TTO kkt' ^ ^ ^ ^ k Mfdd 7TO RFg ^ 33Fncff ^ ^k k 23 RTk, 2006 33l>RJ^3T 

73. 14/11/2005-^kkQ^t ^ TTFcT mdH(M ^ off] | 33^k? \ 33^, 2004 k 30 fkcF^7, 

2005 33^7 cTfeTT ^fcT 3T^kr 2000-01 k 2003-04 cFF ^ kt I 


445 G1/2012 


(I) 
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(4) RT4 ^3RT 4JHHT % 4FFR ft 3TTft4R 4ft%H HRRlftj ft % HHR 

fftftftcf 44R ft RfR 4T44 ftR 3fft f^RsId TRTR ft} ftR | 

(5) yrftrRift ft hhr ftftt ft ^ ft} 4i hr ft fftnftftH trr rrj % 3TT^nrfr 44 
3lftf%H gFR ftt fftHFfftH R4ft ^4 20 4R4ft, 2007 ft} 3ftft^rRT 41. 
14/1 1/2005-ft} ft} 4 ft} ft cT?7T 4T4fftR FR mR^iih RTft fftR ftft 4TRR 
fftHR ft 28 HTft, 2007 ft} 3Tfft^tHI ft. 47/2007-#.^. % cRH 3{ftf%H HFR 
cTHTR SIT I 

(6) ft. ft} FRT 44 ftdRd fft. (ft} tr ft}) A 4T4fftR RR HftHlft) HT fft^d 

fftwfftHt Rf44 ft} fftHft HRtft HF dcft^J fft4T fft Hft^ HYTlH HT4T 44R 4JHHT % 3FIR4 
W Rfft HTHftftf ft} FR ft 44RR Slfft ft 3THT4 R[ IRTT ReTdT t I Rfft ftftcf ftlHH ft 
fftftHT ft) ft} mm m rM ft} nft ft) fft ftkn ftftnr fftftHxxi RftR (ft} ^ 4}} aft) % 
ftdftH RFJH ft HfftRdH ft)HH H4 ft} Eft ft) #4 ^nfeR SltcT 4fftH ftftlH RT fftlftRT ftft} 

ftftlcT 44 KIR fft? fftff Hft} fftHT vTT HRR Rftfft EfftcJ vjfttH ft ft} ft ft} 3ft % Rdftd 

fftftfftT fttHH ft 3lf^ fttHcf 44 3iqft »T ft} fftft) Hftf ft} ftft I 

(7) HlfftRlft A 4TRH ftftf ft ?JeT ft} 4T HR ft fftHffftT 4RR 444} % 3TT4TH) 44 
fftWTTRR HeR ft} f^TqpRf^T R4ft ^4 1 4 fft?T44, 2007 ft) 3lfcR RR rR'RI'H Rift fft4 
3fR 4TR44 fftHR ft 30 3TRT44, 2007 ft} 3Tf^rpTT ft. 112/2007-#.g. % 4RH 
fft4H4TRR 4leR RFJ fftHT | jft?HHEHR 4JFH 28.3.2007 3T#d 3Rft%H elFJ f^ 
RF* ^ dlflR ^[ elFJ f4RT HR R | 

(8) Mlf£|4>|>fl HRT 14 ftRFR, 2007 ^ ftR R 3 ^ rtr xiRrrI 3fR TTRR 

f^RT HRT 30 f^cFR, 2007 ^ ST^rcjTRT H. 1 12/2007-Tft.?J. % cRcf RT^I 

TfT.^. 3TfejHHT ^ 3RRR #fR 4. ^ IRI XR KJ^RRFH HRR f^., f^WT M^l^d 
RRlteR tel^g A t, ^ #HT^eR 3lf£lf^RE, 1995 ~tf\ HRT 9(H) % 3r4h 
HTHTcl ^JRT cTR TfalHR RMfH RIRfeRR (^^H) Redft % HHST ^TxftR HRR 

(9) HTRftH ^ 1 1 .8.201 1 % 3TH^ HT^l £RT HHd HTf^TRT RT PlTcR 

I^FR I W 3f|^T RT HHTFRTcHR HR 3RH Rcfl % RH-TTTH f^TRFJHR t : 

"15.HH5HR HH 3TI^Rf RT fWlM Rf 3TRIR ^ 3TtH sff^fH RR hRrH 4 ^f 

HHRRH R7^ feFF ^ MhVriH 4> x#JTTHFRH 3RRHR HH?{T RT^, R7^ ^ feRJ 

4 3?4ef RTfeRTff Rt 4THH ^ ^ 3T^# ^ t I uRHl4) 4^ HRIH 3Tt7 RH 

feTRR HSTRRt, 4ft Rt^ Ft, Rt ^ ^ ftftftw ^441^ ^ HR ft) 3RHft" ft 1 
3lftH RR RftHR ^ fft^ HR fftft HW 44 HcHM HeR cRft Reft 3nftft?T 
3{f^J4HT ft RT444R HHlRf R4 H4RR R4T HHlft 4Hlft |4 ft^4 fftR RTRH I 4? 



[mmi i i ] 
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yfftsr ^ aiTftr ft ht ftg- ft 6 r? ft %r ^ft ft RTRft ftp ^ #3 imrfMft *rp 

7ft Plftt I ^ ftftft eft 3Fjftft cTFTfT ^ RRT 4R ft t, ^ffeR Riftfft 

WR ^ <? TPfT ft ft eft PlMdmi w HHT RPR I " 


(10) ftftft ft rr Riftr M ^rjTTeR 4ft ip 3fp 4Rjd ft fftift ft Rft *t Rftfa ftft 

ft 11 3FRd, 2011 ft vJefvf 3fftft ft ftlcfi ft ft feft ftffcfe MlRleM'51 ft ftft>R ft ftft fftft 

^jc fm ft fftn ftftft ft w\ ft ftp fftftftd 13 fftft 2011 

ftf Rlftftld ftf I 

(11) Mfftfa ftft ft 11 3fW, 2011 ft ftft ft RjMleH ft ftftft £fffl Rlftftld 
fftfftw Tjpft ft 3RJ7RP ft ftftft ft ftft ft ftftft efft 44 T ftftft gffl 
fft^g Mmft ft fftr w r sfp rt 47 4M ftftftft ftf ft ftf ft t sfp ftftft ft 4 ^ 
ftf MpPR ft ftft ftt ft fftft IftlT t I 

(1 2) *** fft ^7T M4R4 fftftP ft fftft PdMcg MST447 4T7T ftft OTTTR MR MRpT RpRT 

44 ftR t 3?P MTfftft ft fftwjfTR ft ftft ft MT4T t I 

(13) fft fftefcg MST4ft ft ftftftftft ftlfft TJHcft ft MTM fcRTf SIT, Rft gTTI ft MR 

Rjft PfHI^HK # :- 

(14) fftftftd f?ftg MsrMft ft ftftfftfftft ft mfftift gm 13 fftft 2011 ft 
Rftfft Pi u ) ft mr id fttift' ^dft ft mft fft ftp ftrfft 3Rftft fftn : 

(ft ft. fftftcRT PftTMef ft4T fcT. (ftf ft ft ft 
(ft ft. ft ftT ftf ftPldcRf ft ^chi fcf. (ft ftd ft) 

(15) fftfftftcT fttffth ^gftfl i ft MR fedMcg M£144Rf glRT Pllft 4’ Pft Rf 3RRftf 

PlRfftTR # :- 


cl). ft. ft ftM ftT mWmc fft. ft 

^Eftgjjftftft ft?T ^fP 3TT£n R ft ft 3ft ft^f 


Pfteid PpTMef I dft ft Mdlfft ^RTft Pfftdf ft fftpFlW ft ftftftft 

f e R TpPT Tf RpfpR 2.8 TR 3TTft ^ /TTR ftf Rftfts 1 .7 TR 3Tlft 

ftTTFT ft LjRftd MRft ft RRM ftg ^ cffR ft I ft ftPFf PffteRT 
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fkldcT cfc ^ CJFJ'flR PbPl <TR ^ fxkfXR, 2010 ^ 

ReiPH XJ vkPKP xjd RRR ^ ^ ftdT t 3ik 4 RdR 4>Rd 

fteiPH xt xr mRci^h (4eiRH xt tRftte 4 xrr* td, <*>i4ct>eiiM ^ xjr 

t i __ 

ii. ReiPn xt 4> 4tdi rrh cr^xt f | fteiPH xt m4l4e afk AciRr xt 

dd vjL|i|Vl XTc^-^k 4> T^TR XR IcJ^TT RT Wf^U t 3lk 4 dTR AciRld XJ % RiJ 
MR t | ReiPn XT % XR> RiRRI ^4 FRR 4 mRcJIcR f^XJ RR* 4> XR^ 4 

Rr4cRT Rkl^lcl r4cJ tftlVl PR dR J ll I 

hi. #> ft tftci m *rkj rt4r R^f t, ^rrfcR ^ xRkrk 4 rrp 4 Rritekt xr 

3[f^R ■ift R^f RfTRT t I fklRd 4> I4 Ph 1 u I ^l4<^e1IMl X[4 Rcf^cT 4 Rpl^R 

cj | >Kl[ct4> 3Rj4R ift TJTW t I OTjj^T "ftsT vJcMKH xjf^TT“ AciRIr XJ XRftfe 
4 AciRir xr m41^.c 4 mRp4r r 4 xTcf> yRhJfj I? | hRcMr ^41 wRbPi r^I 1? 

kkr RT vkMIcR RRT RJ r 4> i 

iv. RTR R?X R 2 Z[ ^ cR4cbdR XR yJ<RK RR ^PRR ftRT RRT Rrf4p 

RR% f^RRW ZfT vieMIcid XR kTRRX R^f t I RRRR TJcRr XR XfTRR fcRrfM 
?I[fil'd ^tt \3RIK ?[XR7 3Tf4RRR Xf4 3RRjxft % 3TEOT-32 eft 

fe x nu ft-iQ % rrttt 1%rt rttrt t I^RRi r? rrrh t Rrrr 4ri rrmr 
rrt 4 ^ fcTxr 4f4>R, ^t: ^fcRr, <^€|Rhji m ^ ufiRn ^rrt PtRrW mht 
RTXRT l 


^ 3Rktq 

i. XR7 Xtt[ cRt R" eft xTf^f HlRjR 3fR d arfcT HlRl-1 ^ ^I^HI XR XRRR ^RT 
TRT t 1 

ii. yiRwRl tn^R ^ arfci hiF^r! ^ j i u Ri3ft xr w^r ^ Rptr r% t 

i xrred Trrf^R 3 rri rr ^ Rrqf^R §ri xrtt ^rrt xr 3trtRct t 3fk 

\3TJefS1 cfRRl] RT%X? 2H I XTcRR" 3tfcR ^ffcl TR^ft J I U RI xf[ # 3ft 

<$Hcfi XR 3HRlk?T t Rt vHl4dPi4> ^ RXfR^r # 1 


ftrafa ^gg, vhihi^i qcgr, me^r rt^r aftsr grf^T rt^r ^ mfaa 3RfftR 

TTRRT xjcR sfk Rlf^R XR RrRr 1%R t I ^ f^lfe 
^ RFT <r44 (4s41 R^t ^ 3T5RT sTRTR fcT^T Xff^ fkjfcT RT Ripldpr 4 r % 

RRR 4 XRT f^t ^fxft t Rt Rrf^ft efft ^RR ^ gdRT ^ TTXRfl, 
cRI RRRR ^RT dd Rl#rR ?fRk cf^ McT cftdR % 3TTRR xr dRdT ^TT 


I. 
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t l4t ^ ^ STJ^ET t % f^lcuKc^S 4 W\ TOT TOlW £RT cRg cf^t 
3^ ^ 2% ^ TOT t 3fR ^HfeR TO ^c?T ^ WWTOT #g uWWf^TO 

I TOTOT ^ WWTOT #<g W^RT TOTO f^ vR -fe 

ii- 3TmRTt ^ ?TO cjT^ TOTOt 3RrtcT TflTOJe4> 4 TOft, TOR ^ TO1|r l l 3TTfc % 
cf>K »J[ viWW a#f ^ t I ^ STfcT *NcbN gRT TORT 3Rjfe % ^RH 
^ *ft Tft oft cffcrcT % TOTOT W # WfTOt TOW 3 ^ cftiRT ^ 

«r<*i 1 

iii. STOTT 'JMqVl TOft vdOHiql % IcR f^T TOT # H % TO** TOj cfj f^R 3 fR ^ 
TOT? ^ TOtT 3TTTO^ uTO % feR TTRtf^ # I 

IV. f^RT 3mf^ % f^R ^ ^ ^ ■STOTrfi TO TO# ?JcTO cTOJ #, to 3RlW % feR 

3TTTO5t cpt vjiixi $ 3TeRT TOTT TOFTT TO%TT TOTtfe TOTR TOW ^ ^TOTrT *f 
STTOTO TOft 3TTRft ^cj vfeiW TO cnrofftcf? ^TO&TOT TOfftW W toRTT I 

^ TO> 3RSTOft f^ftcT sft 3fR ^cTO TOTTRT fftR TOft ftr gTO fcT^m WW ft 
TOTcft^ TO5TO ft TTfcTTOft 3TRTRT 1R I TOtT ^TOT ft ^RcJ TOW ^ f^ 
TOPTTfi^j TO ftTOfftcT WtTTO TO TOT TORTT t I 

V. TRT RT ft ?TT TOT ft ?TOR %TO t % 3TTTOff % TOTOT TOT ^TO TO ftsft 

3fR ^TO TO^ft ^ ftl gTO f^RTTOft % RR T^eJ TOW ^fft ffttW ^TO ^ ftt 
Tft 3ft ^WcT ft WTOfftTO ^ ^ TOT ?Wt TTTftr ^T! ^ c2RT TO W^RT 

TOTO TOTOT 'jTT ^ I TOW ^flTOT ^TO tft ^ 3Tl 

^TO ^TOT^fr# ^tro TO RTcfr W wem 

^3fT WcTT I TOFrrfcRR f^TfrT <tf\ £TOT ^ TO^rt TTrf^TTOft TO ^T? RRT mRu [| H 

^TTWfeT ^ ^ TOT TO 3 TOTOT TO TO^T ^ ^RcJ TOW f^ ^TOT 

TOT m TOTffe3TraTWTO^ 3Tt 3TTTOTRT t I 

Vi. ^RcJ TOW ctft TOfW 3TO ^eW cfft cTFRT 4 efWT 50% cfft ■J^ TOft cf?T t 
Rl^l ^FWRT 4 HWT 15% ^ TOft % | ^WcT 4 TOJcft WTTTO ^ 

TOft TOTT ^ W TTTOTT I 

vii. TOT cT?WcT TO ^ WWW % TOR a l TOW cRt ■ J TTft ^RT ^3TT ^ I RT TOT cRt 
TTWT TO TTTOTT % ^WcJ TOW WmfcT 4^Hd cRt f^RT WR TOTO Rl' i l TOTT t 
3fR W^fd TOW TO f^RTO ^ ^T®rf^ TOTO T# TO t % TOTWW TOTO 4 
3TOTto TOT ^W?T SrW W R# t I 

viii. ct^ 2001 -02 ^ toW tototott W5W W t l rrerTft, ^ 3 ttto| 

TOT^ TOg ^ ^ | 
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ix. sriWf Tt f^n mmt t chtt^ t t^ *R 3 n?r 3 

*H|vfl 311^ i 

X. HH^4] SEjf^RT ^ ^ t f^RRl STfcT cfrf ^ fteRTT t I 

i. STRtftcT arfcT Tt 3fto t I 

4 ftRPRcT ^?GI ^RR fcT. (TJ^cJcff 4 ftcfftcRI l^l*foT 3^^ tcT.) % 3FJ*ta 
\jgftrr % cter 3ifc aneTR prefect 

i. 4 ftRFHel %c£f ^RfeT fel. ("^. f^TMteRT f^YTRef $fe4T fcf." #H7 % TJcT ^Tm 

3Tcf^[ % cfRrr rjMT ufTcTT sjj) I T[^ vjeiVi ^ 30 f^TcRR, 2010 ^ sjM, HFNI^g 
^ f^TcT TRTTcFr 3RRFff WT ^ &K cfR ftTT 0 tR WdlcH 3TTCT 

3 T^JlftcT TR, 3FR RMR 3 f^W, 2010 Tt cfR TI% ?RTT ^ 
*t fcRTRTFfRr vTdTR' cR c]|(^|pL|c[>- vdcRiqR R/T ^ Ft MMT t I ^ f^RTRe7 
%TR feT., RMwi#T vT?Tf^ % \jeiVl % ^ RTC cffc *R TriR 1? 3ffc 

cR ‘FRcT 3 R3R cRg cR RTJof vlcRIcM MRTTT t I [m^HcI tcR fef. ("4 

f^RteRT PRTReT fcf." ^RTT f^ ^ RRI ORTRr % ^IMI ^TRTI ^TT) 3Dft 

TfRcT 3 TTCR cR^ cfTT s^eMleJc^ RTT ^3TT t I 

ii. TMR ^TTt Tt RgR cRTJ % TTMM^fR 3Tf^ gRR % <TK ^T vRjl J l ^JcT YRTii 
T t fcTpRW cfR^ 3fR RiRhI u I ^tet ^T^TT wfth^l 3 mRc^H 

|T3TT cnic |5 cTF Ti^g Tt GFjfer 3 TRTTcff % ^TT^T ^RR ^T ^ TllcRWi ^fR 

I 

^ R4feT gPTftq 

i. RrfcR^ UlRlct>|il XRf TRf gT^ % STgTTR, pl-^la cplnn, MICd Hlf^H, ^rfcT 

Hlf^H 3TTf^ c^ TPJ 1 ^ j I u IRT cjRRt % feP^ g]R7 # I vJTf^ RRI 3 FRt% 

TjftcjT OT ^ OTcTO cfRTV # 1 

ii. ^ xJt gRT %rtef[ 3Mg ffl ^JT t, ^ 

RTRST cfc ZgR ffe°[ 3IlWf cR MR ^ fcf^T t I 

PldKI#T ■3WF? % tfcr % ^ 3F]Rt£T 


I. 


y[ft^lf[ gRI W( c^t ^ f^TT 

Tpqj t f^r OTcfT3ff 3flF ^ ^ felf^R R 1.7 RR 3TT# ^/TTHT ^ 


[ dFI I—1 ] 
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? wffee 1.0 t?n anf ^Arm ?nfJra t I am: ftrTrenftn m n 

nrfiiii'fl ^ ?rgfcr Profain farm t 3frr 57 ^ f^ft 

wrttpf ~3p\ xtrrtt di?f 1? | 

^15^ ^ ^ f felPR V ftRdcdT cT?n Rdl ftd XT 

4T*ft<~d 1 - 7 WH 4^ t I i\ Ro^d xjvflie WT ^f # 3ft^ tRcJ dRRl 
tildlRicpl vumcm^ cT^tt Raftd ^ RdlRld xt q pft^e 1.7 A qRcMd 

4^ OTTR^PTT cfr 7TT2T i^HId *RcJ RPldldl t I 


Rmfa cjfofd, TTFTRT qcq, m^T H|Rh rfSTT drT ^nf^PT ^ TOffrd 3F^£T 


i. XRf ^ ^rftd f^Te^eta ^ Rrafepf ^ feTXT Tfidd tttRr ^mfrcR dMd&T 

^HT 3T2ltcT #*R xR ^jtRT fpWfrl did) 3T9-Jd7 XTT^Tftft RRrI 3Tcffe 
^ifdtjlRcl fclRjcja XFRRtf^m dRd 4 7Rd dT TT^j c^TRT ^ 3TTETR XR qRcfefcJd 
dTTdd XR 3TTdTRd #ft wf%xr 9TT | mfedfl ^ ^ XRf x^f ^ Rr ^ | HH TJc^T 

3fR XTTdd dlRld dd TT^t RfdR u l RfrdT # I ^ #*TT ^cfj X^ff ^ ^ 3fRtxT 

3JdT t I 

ii. tRcJ ddld HR I 3R[#T f^XT XJfT^ ^ 6*icjVJ^CJ RR&ci WlRddil ^ xft dft 3fr 

^ddl ^ m?| eRf) ^jc<p> xR Ri^iR^i ^ |r i RRte xrrRftmff ^ 

14 Rfdd7, 2007 ^ 3 tRr dirf xrRxrrpT 3 ^ ^jRrd Rwfcm f^rr t 

3fR ^#pr ^ i?R 3 # ^ Xttj % 3TRTxt cR 3R^R fW RRTT t I 

iii. PTtorfr 3 ?W?TcR HT 7 T 3 TTXRd 7 f 7 ^RdT^ft 7f7£d R cZ[TT^ 3 TPTTd^ 

^TTcTeft ^i xjtr ^ ^ Rtxt 3tR^Rt?t t i ?mtR ^rr ^ xjtr RrqtRd 
^FRT RIhi ^ TftcR X37m ^T: MkTT HT7T dRR %7Tf "W U#d ^tdT t I 3Td: 
ddxT ^T: Rthdl cR ^rRT xFcJRtR Rr xrtr[ ^ 3T^RRT dcRdd 

dRrr i RtR^d iritorD ^ xft # ort x^Hdl ^ R jd; Rthdi ^ dm hiRih 

4>14 dTdImd dR*1 icH^ ’-^I'Mlldd ^7T R mPi^m> ■§ I 

iv. dd RfcfRT 31UK-iP|cb t R) ^Tdef ^IHl^cD^d dl^RT 3RT[R^t (xpr xft 

xR xr) t £\ c^dTTTfd xr trRhi RrJT ^TdT dlR^ dleel Rdd HI Rid ^Rsfl 

R ^dRd |r d ft) dflmRl R I 

V. 3TRTTd 3TtWt R ^ ddT "deRTT t R) ^ R cR^ xR mfed 3TRTIcff R 

aiRf ^ 4krm xriR^ ^ ^ eft I 
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^KT ftdlPR 4 ftERoff % H4H A vrfrclfetT SHRT vJHHET 3 
enfftrf^frcF ij} PW^ff 4>t HTH 3 <jfe % 44RH §3 t I ftciftH V IWeff 44 
vjqqR TJcT 3TTFR ^ foHHf % ImPihH 3 3TIH4< W #3 ft>HT ^liell # I 
\3TpcI TEjftt % cfNR ftciPH v Hinl^e 1.7 % 3c414H 3 3R4ftl4> ^ ft 
tl 

gKT vkMlfcd 4Tg 3 cEllcTR §ft* ft t 4Tg 3^ 

% cftTPT mfT PKIcie 3TT3 t I 

v3£lVl qft 3f)R $>e1 fefsA 3 ^cf> TRET 4# Tjft ^ 3fk 4^ 2003- 

04 cT 4 > nrtr gfe 31ft % hth ^rrft 3R4fft4T Rker ht 3 t i 

TT4R ft?f[ ft Hlf^T 3TRMt 4 TRTI TR ft cRJT HER ft 3TTHTcft, HER ft ^REET 
3jk HER ft ^PR 4ft geETT ft ftT gfe ft t I 

3TIHR HEP ft HFT ft §ft[ ft 444ft 3ff^EE §3 t ftE!# tffclVl 44 «IMK 
f^RTT HHTftET gTTT t I 

TT4R ftftf ft HlfcR cfftnft 3f|R STTHTcft 4ft M^Hlftl M§4 4ftHH Hfte£ vjeftq 4ft 
pfcTeT fftmft 4Tf^T HHT arf^T ft%E 4ftHH ft 4R T^t t fcpHft 3RT®cE 4ftHH 4^cft 
3fk 4R 4ftHH 4? fefft §3 t I 

eEH ft fftTT4E ft ftftfftcT # RH RTT ft) 3?gftH ^ ftk HT4T 3RHET 4T 3TETlftcT 
£1 4 TgH: ffttfft 5 4ft ft Hftg 4E4N ft fftnft gcETT 4 IftHKItflH 44 fftftcT 
^^74 gap t i 3 m: 4 ? ht^tt snHRt ft) mRuiihr^m Treftp ht eRRR 
cRI^ Tt tor ^t4T # fcE 4 HTft HRI §34 t 3fk 4? eEH 4^ felfel ^ 

fcRftH HT^ 4>t 6ldd A 4§H H47 ^ I 

4>*i-cj|Rql 4?t TRsEI ^ Rkiqc 34^ ^ 4Erl% 4Tfe[ H4Rr ^ BTjtH 4^ H4[gft 

A HEfr gfe g^ t i 

3T4^ % 4tTR Hit % 44RH 44R 44R 4HT eETT^ H^ 4T 3TIH 4 

Tft HEft f^RTcR 34^ # I 


■£[ 1R gq gTH 3H4?t 3T^R4 4 eETT4 44 4? 34^4 ft) 4^ 3#4 4)t 4^ dcf 4^i 
t, Heffl, §444 4R^T 4Tft ofR ftET4N t l 


[■RFT 1—^5 1] 


TO an : 3R?TTOJ 
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i. yr: rr teaa aten# aTa# 3nte te #tetf # tet a# ^a aa# #a 
ter ^r % ate# aa steR te araa fta aa aia# aa> # #te tea 11 
a#rR am# 3 ftfte ate# ft# ^ gte XR RR teaa ^ # aftate t 
aft #te % 3Tft?T % aF# % am? t I 

ii. q-rRi^i^di^ 4 #te % ?m ^a 3ma? a? 3tet 3te 3 eft a# tea ft 
ffta Pilte aTfte# ^ am# a>t ^nte #, xte tern tea aftena xafte a# 
fta I #. # T?ST tja ^sJldHd £R7 fta aa ?# te 3tk adR ax? tecj 
X3#a 3 4 teacf %cR te? a# # #te t I 


iii. krfte artea# ^ ?rt teft 3 # # ^a aa tea# te teftR ftea t ^tte 
?FJ# tea ^ ted 3RreaVft # t I 

iv. aa Pilte arte># % ?m ft# ^a# gate # xjrr?t a# t teft ft# # 
asrFR ^ ax? PiRce yte# # aaar ft# te gate # aia a# # t I am: 
HH#a ##d aa teftd 3Tfta a#TR am# 3 Riga# tea t i 

v. # trt tr ^ 2006 4 tetea xrt wf <tfr aR ar^di 

3T#a cFTRT W!]Tft teg v3#a fteifta a tete ft^dl a>T 3TFTRT 3R ?FT 

t l # ga xr^ te ft# "xtektetet *t aftekr" te fte ate gg team# 
% tea 23 % teter ^# te atea aFR a#a5tte?g##gagte3a 
#FT 4 3R# 3#cf *t #teH ftaT I 

vi. aiteafr a^t # trt xr cat "^Rtei#" araar arte w aa a^t 

arjte ^a ^ aarr ^raa arfta ^ ^aa xr # w aa arater g?a> # 
a# teate # t i 


aa?aa teaa ^ aaa 

(i6) arte# # a^4 ^ta ^fk 4 3t ^ff ^ tetei aaa ^ t i a^aa 
tea a?aa t asaft, 4 ^ ^ #a 3rafir ^ 

tea tev ^ w *f teaeT ftate # tef?r # #ftF a^# aiaa arfte ^ 
tete, erfr aifte a> tete sik aiaa arfte wa# #f^f ^ arate # aa^a. ^i te 
a# ^ #r it 3T# xjteff 3F[tef # teaar t i ate# te a# t ft ate# ^ 


445 GI/2012—2 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


qgq 4 qqgg4 g> srjM ir nqq m$\ g^ 4tgr ^ nig mR u iih1 ‘ $ qftq nn4t 
IR qg4 f4gR foqT gqi t | cT^fTR ^ WQ mR u HH 1 4 13 fegTR. 2011 g4 glfitgg4 gRT 
OW l mici igqgT i nfitq nig g4 flfeqT 4 floras qqgiRt gm g4 q^ q4t fMW g4 qif4q 
tor w f i 

Ulfacblfl gRT Wq 

(16) f£qg<g qmnrt gin f4>q 3 ^^ tr qg^rgiEft 4 un 44 tt qg> Pimi^k 
[cHk f<fc>gi 4 f4m 4 Wt cfg> 4 nqq qiq qq 4 : 

gfa sftq 3iiqN 

i. ngr qgi 1%qgn qqgiRt gm q4cj qntq % qrgR % q4 4 f4>q qq qqqtnt gg 
4gq t, mPiggfl qtg gRct t f4> qn4 14 f^mrnn, 2007 4> qq4 qf4q mg 
mRuih 4 TfRci 4 ngn ggg[ m qgiqig 51 m gqqrggi gt4 % g>w u i 4. Pig^ein 
Prthct gfegT fcT. qq 4t qr 4 qn g4 q4cj qnrq qrqi sit fan4 Pro4t 4 ftqfftg 
qqqqt g4 ijf^ g4 sft I n^jcft mg 4> gTgq f^Rft 4t flggg qqgm 4 4 qq 41 
3rr^ qn % n4 4 4m g4^ gn q#i gmgT f4> gg mf^gq nqq gR4 g4 qrq q#t 
t l 

ii. 4. qq 4t gu gg mfc iJih mg 4 foiq 3 wmRi 4> t14i4. qq4t3TT^qR4 

fenqq , 2010 4 qn gng 4 RieiRn q qqffc m ggqgq gg gR f4gr t l 
gqtfe gg ntqtrR qgqrgiq 4 I gmti 3TefTgT Mg % ggqgq gft 

qf^/>4^Rig4 4 g44 gr^ 4 q^; grnrggi "q4cj gntq" 4i g4t gg 

OTiq q^[ gq gqr t gn4 gn4 f4gm#T mk gg qqqgq mft wr gt 1 qf^ 
f4Mt f^qgq qargg^f git q^ qntq 4 nqq g^ git g4tcfr M sft qt ^ qqtn 
g'Wi^vfl m$q % mq qRgfcn qf^f^ifcfgr g^t qfe gn^ ^q wng^t nteT 

3TTcTgq gn qgi^ 4 1 qif^tggfr qtq gR^ t f4i ngn ntq 4 ntq qgf^ 1 

2004 4 30 fcrqgn 2005 (18 w ^ qgft) gft sft I qn: q^ qntq gm 
Tpgg q^g RPihWi qf^gg ^ qf^g^qt qk/qqgr q4 mff ng^ qr gg gR^ % 
gR ^i git^ qRg?ft qqqigiq gcfqiq giq4t qf^iqi % ^q % fcqq m K-iRigi q^t ^ 1 
qfe qt^; vjgftq g^t nrqqi ^ ntqtcR qgf^t 4 git^ qRgctq gtcn 4 eft fitqng 
qqggg qiqqrt^t Rmft 4 nqq gqgqt 4 3iqnR qRgf^q qftfM^qt, qfe g^ 
gt, % ferq n4tqT 4f qfq gR ngi4 t 1 nqjgq git Rgq 4 na4 ^q q#rggft 
f4q4t % qsJ 4 4tqq q^ qntq % nq 4 4. ftnqn 4gq 4iqn fcq. ("4. 
f4g4cm ftngci gfeqr fei." #gi f4> niq qq& 4 g4nq mqi mgr qr) 4 
anqR g4 ^q: gfe gR4 f I 



[tfPT ] ] 
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iii. w 4tr f4F$4 fsttot w cffc 44 4 fcf> fcTcrrf^R f m*fl^ afR fc#H f 

(Rfted TTWT TOJF t afR TOft % ^ FF 3TT4 f TOt 4 t % P)<*4d>H RWlHd 

to4f f 41 t 4Ftfa ff to wf RcfRh f CRfted f 4 ReiRH f m4l4d 4 
fRf14f to 4 cj)i cfTrf fr tft t I mRlTOft 4 r fr 4 4 f^ to f44t frtf41 
PiRiR f 4 'immftch fRto % ftRf fRr tottf 4 qRdRd f4w wtt t, 4 
fRcMh f4 fOtoi f4 RRtrRt Fft wtt wtt t afR 4 4Rrf ttwt wjf f 41 Ft 
ttto 4 t I to~ 4 sraicn, toto wfrf, 44lf4F4, fRtot 4 fRf4f 4 f4^[ 

FcFITO tRc^ \3i4l J l % f 4 TO 3NI4 4^1 TO dldl 4 TOT d<H f4> FF Wc^ FTTJ 
% FcFTTO 3fR 3TPjf4 FPFT <T>l4 4R TFT Ft I 

RtfRt f4to, *iifirj gcF, ftcf ft^h 

iv. ftRIftRI 4re fr 4 t f4> FiRTOTOif 4. 41 ff 4t 4 hh41f 4t4f % war 
tot14f> tot 4 R4cFjrRf 4 tRei, f4sr4 % 3 -ttfr ft wtff tjcF % Rufw to 
F^4 ftFT t Rt 4 TTW FT^ 44 F?eT RTf 4 4> 2% 4 TOT FFTFT FFT t afR TO 
tor ff wto ^jcF % f4#w 4g FRrRrRro f 41 t I 4. 41 ff 41 4 ff 41 

cf 4 RW t OLIIMK % TOT, 3TT4FT 44 TOT % TOTF-TOTF TO4 FT 3T1FTRF 

Rtf 4 3nf4 4 wRtf ftp4 f4w ftfI ft ftRtto4 4 14 Rtfft, 2007 % w4 
vrfTFr fRwt 4 Rtfr f41 Rrtt sn i rrsnRr, 4. 4t to 4) 4 ftt tot 4 w4 ft4 
f 4 gfe fr4 % Rft i4f4 tottM ft totRf f4^ 3tRtRff 
F4t f 4 t l 

v. Rtof ftorT 4> 3Tj4m f 4 Fro Wt ttto FrRrFFft 4 14 Rrwr, 2007 4r 

3tRr FR fRtoT 4 Pt'Hl^HR TO WRT f4w RT :- 

"59. FrRrFFft 4 Tf fr 4 t 1% f4Rfro 4 rrt toRt % 4Rif ftto f 4 *** ta. 

17 to 3tt 4 TO f4Ffe f 4 gror 4 ft4 3^44 % 4Rh ^R^ tor 4 *.** 

f4FTT. RdlRd F FTf4tF 1.7 TO 3TT^ 1 /^ft TO 3?R *** f^.TO *** TO 3Tl4 i /^t 

To 44 %f4 2ft I 3TcT: TOR % TOJTIR ^ 4TRR 44 RffTOt ^4t TOtFT TOT 

Ft4 % tow wto to 4 f4^RR % toFto4 to ft Rrtr f4w to 3t4Rrt t 
3ftr dF^jTiK, FrRTroft 4 R^itcro 4 tf 4t tufto to 14dR u i fr 4 4> fro to 
RRrot ft Rrro f4w t l 

60, F2Trf44, PldldF? 4 FF FeflcT 4t 4 f4> Ff4 WTRF 1 JeF % RldR u l % FFtTOTsJ f4c^ 
tor 4 tof 4 RrfMt ft Rrro ,14w toft 3t4Rrt t 4t Rm4 tot34 34t wfr % tot 4 
TOt ft fRrt w ^4 f4ro f4w to ftRf TOff% RrfcTOT 414 ^ftt ftf44 f4 tot 
totfI 4 44 w4 t 3fR totRtf 4 RpfIct 1to4 tM 4> tttf cjh41f f 41 4 I Rro 10 

3r4eT,2007 4r FF % FTWT 4 RfIcTF" 4 TOTFR TTFTFtTOl % TO4 TOT fRrT giTOT tg 
TO% FRT Rro FF FTFt % TOTOT "44 Fd ^d4tTOT 44 FFT14F 4R4 4 t 4 3TOT 4TORt 44 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 
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dR4 dd ^4 ^44 T|Zf| sjt I 3Td4 f4dtd> 24 3T$eT 16 2007 % 

Tp5f % HI^R 4 Pldldcb 4 4 414 Wd4 d4 dR 4 Rlfcbd) % d>K u l 

d^e| tefcbdf % 4dd 4 c^Hd ^oMlddT 3fft URST I4d4 Rdt d4 ddlfad dR4 dT4 <*>K<4l % 

fen? TRTdfdTdf d4 f4dfftd d^4 % feE? ^JddT dd d£ dWJd ftR 4 I 

61. ui^^iil dte dR4 4 ft> 3Rj«id 1 ^ f4dd 6 (i) ddr ^rtr % 2.4 4 d? 

M 4 f^ "Uofe dTd4 4 3f4dT % 3TMR *R RTTR d4 f^lfcTdt ^4 f4dddl % 3fcR, 
<Mldld, ciJIMK dd WR, RdT, 4lldd> R?hdl^ cRTT 3Rd 3RR R>1d4 ^WcT del4hdl dd 
ddlf^d 4ldT ycjRld ^VcTT 4, df4d <^Hd ^el^l'Mcll d4 ddlf^d dR4 dT4 3Td4 4> feP? vjfdd 
^ 41 vj1|T?4t I "vdM^^d RddTd % 3RJ^TR gNT Pldldd> % dTdl d4 PlHId^K 

Wd d>l d4 t :- 

fa>) d4j m 4 #4 d4 dR ^rrar % fen? wndlRd % Pi^la^ % d4l d4 d4 d4 
t I d? ^TcJT f^RT ddT 4 f4> d4cj Rl^Rl dR dTdTdl 4 4 3fft ^4^ dMR 4 df4 4fdT 441 
3frdcT RdT 41 f4>RT. 4 vr|ejf4) dKcfl^ dRTR 4 df4 f4d4 3frdcT dTR 416 f^.TIT. 4 I 
7 ^ d4> f4dT ddT 4 1% 3Tt4d d4 dTdT 4 3RT 4 4d14d <d)HOl *R ddTd M^dl 4 ddtf4> 4 
dR 3 ?Mt dTdraff *R Rcf> -^ddd R“rar TRRl4 44 4 I dFRfd 4 dR dldi dTet ^5 
f4^fe 4 i^4 > iRgcT f4 ^? t f? t i crsnf4, ^4cj ^rtr 4 3tt4t tttctf4 <t 44 rttct 

TRgd f^RT TRT t I ^TeTTR, ^ cfi f4R iRT 4 1% RRTaft ^T cfldd 

itto q^dT 4 geRfi 4? y^uHi4 trf4^h f4RT rht 3i4f$rd 4 I fd4a<r> 4 
RTd 4 te4 #4t 4g 300 I%.r. ^3fk 300 %.Tn. 4 3Tto rr 
4?)Hd 4 3fcR % 3TRR ^R TRTRt^H ^T f^RT 4 I d^TTfo, 4 W 3?k ^R RR 
trr 4 f4dfd f4a4 % tr 4 4 4 3fr? rrr 4 rr^4 % rrr Hdl 4 44 (4>41 3icR 
RT Rt4 TO y^Jd d4f f^RT TR 4 I 3RE RT R? Hd 4 f^ 44 RHRRH Rt 

T41RR d4f f4RT RT RRdT 4 I 

(^g) RdT^f % 44d 4 RdTdfRdt 4> 3TeTTdI f4dfdR 4 ^d 3TTR4 W RRR RTTdWd 4^ 
^cR RT RdT f^RT 4 d4cj f^f^Rt ^T&RTRd: ^TR5T OT4fadT34 d4 d4 d4 4 dRd 
c4 f4dfd (414 >r artolRd: gd: f4d4Rdf4f d4 d4 d4 4, ^t 4 41 d4dd cjd^lddi *r 
ITRT d d^dl 4 ! d? d4> 41 f4dT ddT 4 f4> f4ld^Refe dT ^j441d dMRf 4 dcdST 
K3H4lddT3 ft d4 d4dci ^d: f4i41dRl34 4> d4ddl d4 geTdT 4 3TRcfk W 5 4 7% 3?f4d> 
4l4t 4 i r 4 4> dd4d 4 ^4l4 dcda? wrlddi34 f^RT rrr 4 jnfcdH d4 
^41 ^ 3 Rid 4> Rdddcfld 4hdd4 % wadi d4 d^gd 14 rt 4 f4rd4 dd 4^d I4eidi 4 1% dd 
d4ddi 4 ffd WTRT 5% dd 3fdd 4 ld?d^f4dTddT4%^d: d4 

fxPRdR d4 SFJdfcT 4f d4 4 Rl% d? 3Id4 ^Jdf 3fr? did FR RTd 'Rd TT% I 3TR#T W 

^d: [^rtfl^di dl d^fe d4 dd> 4dfRTd, dT 3Td41 d4ddl 4 ^ ^RRdR g[R 4ldT 4 41 
cZTRR 4 TTRFdd: Wf# ^df 3fk HIPShI ddT 3 4 5% dd> ddfRd/dTf^Td d4 ^ 4g 
4ldT 4 I 3|d: dlf4dd4 W d? f4dR 4 fed? 3% dd WTTdfRd Rmlfdci 4 I 





[W\ 1] 
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(^r) Y gtrr Yi urtst fYsYt w$ 3T#er ~m^ Yt m^nnY ^ 3raY?fto 

ht^i sfk Ykr, r* st^h czrt, ttrsrtr Yt ?re> Yt ^tfY qq ^rtf 

3ik ^rf^m Ykr ?rJ Y> mv Yi w^pft ^r qw fY^n t I Yt ^cj 

tfq^Y^wr ^ Y> TTTerm^ ^r #f t, Pmkicfr Y ^ vr ^YY^r Y> RfYp qY ^ 

>g^ft Yi 3 t 4 cTRerf^pj cTFRT ^ ^TTS^T TRcJd fYR t 3fk d^RT-TR WTtf&d WW cTFRT 
dY WTT *** 3RT.dTeR dfcT f^.TH. ^ W^ Y dY ^ t I 

62. d^dfffR, R<lciMRcU Y dddd Y> foR 4>K^MI dR RR R >HIHM ^ 

PlMI^K Wd fY^TT ddT t : 


qYe[ c|MK 

Y qfYfYfY 

dl^l fY?.3IT. 

Y 

Y cbYdd 

3Td. •ST- Y 

iYfYdq r 

ddldl^id 

3Td.^T./ 

fY^.TIT. 

dldM ^ 

3R.^I./ 

fc.TIT. 

fcJ^T. q ITP1 
1.7 Y1 
q/YlkldYl 

** * 

*+* 

+ * ★ 

**+ 

* ** 

* * *• 

fcRT. q qm 

1.7 €t 3ft 
Yt 3Tt 

*+* 

*** 

*■*- *• 

*lk* 

*** 



(H) fYdfd ttffad T?4 Rdd qiRn 
(i) ^sner YtereRr 

63. \R Yt Rd 3Tdfa Y> cfftpf dRd dY cRf^ Y? *** fern, dY fYdfd fYfY^Y dY 

VffRdflf t <Y t f^RfY fYcdfYd TF MlRYYci 1.7 ^ Tj/<ft X^^TsfR 1.7 ^Y 3Tt ^fT 3Tt 
dTftcT # I yifaddft dR dRrt # f% HRd dY firaY RT <ft Y? ddTTd RTPTR^RT: dRd 

dY Y^t RiY Y Rdt YlRcRi' Y Rldl^! dY YY (delMld dRT) wY # l Pldldd> £RT d? 

3R]Yd fcpdl ddT t ^d Ydfad dcdldl dd M£>!dd Yt Rd RT wj^ddd dRdRd Y> 

[Yniy Y dfYidT YfY1%d? Ytj YYtd dRrferd ^rt fY^n dTTdT t i d^ r^ di u ^i j iK ^ rtt^t 
qq> ^PRR t 3fR ddiwl qq HRd qY 3fR 3Rq ^YYrT YlYrfY^ Yrft qY f^RltcT 

qRcn t I fYfc Y 3FjYta f^RIT t f% M^dNeft Y* ^3 tR Y q?IT^ ^ qYdrY 'HR#? 

dM^qxfT3Tt Y^ 1eR 3tfeR Pldld d^Hd # 3fR Rt^f^TcT 04pldl 3?2lfe ^pT Yt Rqcvji^el^ 

3fR 3R Yt Rpug? ^ YYd dY^r cRT ^ ^trt ^ feR yidRi^ t I 

64. Pii||d4> Y Ri'^dld ^ Yd ell, ( l dl u ^»ldK) d^ Y^ ^idY^ild dlel’dl^ 3fR 

?R&cT YYdT W$: 3fR qlrf qR6d6d y4Rl tR fP yRIST Y? Y ^ddl y^Id 4^ # I 
YfiRT ^Yf Y? Y fY># ^dldlvdd 4d ^WT ^ fY^IT T RTT # ^dlTY> ^ elldd Y ^llfdel 
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fftlT W t affr f^RT^T ftftq % ft^ 3 TtR ftf % I ddftK, ^NTsTRT 

fftcT Plftd ftteT fftRTJHR t : 


WcT ft 

Iftftr ftte 

qidl 

fftm. ^f 

ft^d ft 

■ 

am.ft./ 

fft.an. 

q7 

^m.ft./ft.riT. 

3TH.ft./ 

f^.rn. 

PMd 

ftfRT 

arr.ft./ 

fcfr.m. 

ffti.q qm 
1.7 

ftqq/ftrft 

* * * 

+ + * 

4 44 

4 4 4 

*** 

*** 

4 4 4 

ffti.q mq 
1.7 ^ ft ft 

ft 

★ * * 

*** 

4 4 4 

4*4 

* *■* 

4 4* 

4*4 


65. ft fcR fftftfttT TiHM ^ 3lW ft qq ft ft fcR fftftfftl fft^T M"d 

ftftcT ft 3JWR- *R ^TT >H£ftft Plilldc^ % fftq qj^TT teftr ^T ad<Tdd f^TFJHR fftn 

J MI ^ : 




TT 3 T "ft-m. 


qm 1 ft. TIT. 

MldH Hlfte 
•3FT.^T./fft.TJT. 

MIcH Hllftd 

fftr.q qm 
1.7 

ftqqq/ftr^ 

A 44 

44* 

4 4* 

4 44 

4 4 * 

4*4 

fftTR ^FT 
1.7 ft ft ft 

ft 

444 

444 

444 

4*4 

4 44 

* 4 4 


444 

4 4 4 

4 4* 

444 

444 

_ 

4 4 * 









66. ft ^FT Ttti ^ 3fft qq^ % arftft 3 ^ ^fft fftEJT | fft ftft ‘JTRftq cfTpJ-T 3 
dHM ^ % WfT % teTTT qtel 3 qft Tjft % fiftj fftftft ft; MRd 
ftqr ft srq^JT qft t ^Hfen? rftteft ft ^rr ftft 3 %^er ^^ftart tfrr tr f^r^TRT 
qft qrTdr ftft afR ^zq ft ssh 4 Rft fft ^ ^ fftftft 

Tjrrft 5>ei fftftfti ft dpnrr 3 qnft qrq (2%) ft qrq ft, arqft ^ ft ^Tfdi % 3rm 
TR ^TI<TI 4»MI wfftr I ^ 'ft ftr [cftl J MI 1? fft fftftt «IMN fftft ft telfft 

* arter fftr^Refe 3 fftftft wft q>q HRnaff 4 eft nf f uftft TnRri ft fftftr ft fft ft 
ft fftftft fftlTRJRftfe 3 fftftft qqft ftftj HT^Tft ^ ft ft # fftTCT HT fftRARcfc 3 

^TTHRq ^ ft fftftn 3 fftlR fftqi vjfRT ftft I dftqd qfft^jfrfft 3 TTFTT^T ^ ^ 
fftftq ft fft ftftft ftl dqijchl qRTR t afR ^ fft fftcT^Rete I fftftTT ^ '3? ft 
fftrft ft t fft ’mfftr after wq ftftr ft wit ftftT alter >hihm aft ftftr 
after fftftr ftter ft amrR *r ft tef ftftj I 




















[qm l—wrz I] 
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67. d^e[ d#d ^ 3PT^ TOdd % dR 3Tfttdf 3 dd d~fc fed! t 1% 4^ TO TORTOT 
ftffT dft \R RdT Rd d^ 3TTTOtt sfR 3Fd Rdf dt RffdTO TOTOT 3ffl(IW t 3fR 
?T22RfecT dtf t I d^ dRtd 4 3TFt W ’ft d& fcdT t ffc TOT^dd dRRrdfM 

\r d4d feRrotfe % PraWr ^ f^R tort toRto, toRtth tottor ^tott 3Tdfd 4fd^ tro 

(TjTtiftd dd) d^f d|RdT dT dRd 4 eft dt TO 3d d3dd dt f^RRTt % ddtd ddlRldfRd R7 

4 farter tot 4 w^rt Rt, to mnfc\ ttro difed i 

68. #4 4 TOfedTOfT dfd dRct t f% R<RT « 3 d4 dt f^RfRT dKd dt Met 
dt fddT 4 ddfdT dRTT3Tf 4 dt dt dlt dt t (dt dRcT dt ftrffFRf TO 20% ^T 3 tM 
f^FRH t) 3fk ^fTfeR ^d# dRcT dt Met % TOd fTOTT % M ddfdd W ddT t 
dTOft, PldldTO t dtdd fcFftddT dt TOHlItcf TO^t qiel dtcTdd dTOdt t> Rdd t 3mt tRej^ 
W dt dtddf A fM 'HHltMHl TO RdT ftRT t 3fk RdTdtTOd dt RdM RR 

gcifSid to dM % Rid vjf^RT srto to rtoT t, dt TOftddft t Rftdro fM t I Rjrom 

TfM M RdTdtTOt TO RdT dte[ ftMt % Rdt % PldldTO RR TO Rid 

dtf ftdT TO RTO t 3fk ^RfeR ^tt RftdTO dtf fM ddT t I 3RT: TR£4 ^ Pi^ld^ % 

Rc^t 4 t I RR ?Tcf4 WTT fcjTR trt iTRd Rf^R ^ ^ RT TRt} t, Wd 

RfeR RT PRkR RRRff Wd RlM % Rf^cT 3ftRR, ^RRTRT RRt (MR RRRRT ^ 
f^RtcT RRT3ff TR RftR) RT f^R^d % WJ ^ f^RT RTdT t I RRfRT PldtdR % feR MIxT 
3TRR RT TO HI Rid '<£\ RHRT dfrTcf t 3R: HTTO Rlf^R ^ i%# mRcJcIh '$\ Rtt 

{17) yif^Rrrft hV t i% rrtr fR. Pinld ^Hd dR mich hiFjih 

pRkR 3T3#ft Rtolfl RR 14 RldH^J, 2007 % 

3ffcR Rtd mRumhI A Rtd <£\ dt ^ 3fR fcPdR f^RT ddl 2TT I TOR dd>' TO# 

^ TOTd dRT 2TT 3fk ftd^ H^TTORl ^ RrRRd ^ sft I TOT^TOT TOt RH ^ RTOt 

yiRrydft A. rt *ft, f^RTO^g % erR ^ yTRRdft rr Rift 3ifd j i Rid mR u iih ^ 
WfRd TOTHTR fed, f^rfd d^Hd 3fR TO hAh 4^ fd: 4R^ # I 

grfclXRcbNU||cHd>^ldq 

(18) A. A\ A ^ ^ ftdT t TOdtn dt 3fta y^dd Rprrt 

3TT^?T (^ 3ft) % 3tdtd dTTOR Rd Pldf^d TO TOTO' TOf ^ TORR ft t 

I yiRlddfl dtd TOR! f mR-d 3TRTdt ^ ?d7 TOTOTt dTO? ^ d^ d^Vl dt ft 
f^Rft 5Tfcf TO RjdfTOT 3fR fdd4 f^R TOT^ d^t TOMTd t I ^d Rdd HlRlTOft ^ 14 
RrTO , 2007 % 3R^ TOd mRu|R A RddTfRR dtd f^RT 
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"131. Elfcmft W 41 4fe 4r 4 f % 4^414 4Rct 4 44 3f[^ 41 44 ftqfaiXT 4Tf&44ft 
44 ^h j m yfth-ui % 3fg*iR 3f<44 % 3itcf>^ % stetr xr f4mr 441 t 1 ReiPn ^ 
1 .7 XJ4 3n^ ^/TTTH % fcR 44 31 ^ Ml 44 Rwfaxxf *** ^.ArfcT f^TTT. f4mT 44T 
t I 27.3.2007 4 xrt xft 4 S(NT RfafcxrT ift 3 ft 4444 4564.50 Wf4>.41. 

t f^t 2005-06 44 3rfr 4> fcT4 eTHm % 3ft4>^t % 3FI4R TR 44 f^TT 4T4T 4fT4I 
11 {*RT f^RT 3m^r 4> fcfXJ 344^1 44 4fm 44 4^ t 44 3f4fa 3E>rf4 1 3T$cT, 

2004 ^ 30 Ridel i, 2005 cEE % 18 4T?f 4 3T&oT, 2005-hM, 2006 % f$T 4 4 ^ 41 if 
£Rf 444 44 1 2 W % 344^ 44 gcPTT 4 E^TT 3RR t I ^4% 3R441 44 xft 4 

eRTT ETfeftf £Rf 3TW| 4^ 4Tf$T 44 44 W^d: 3mf4-3feI4 t I 3f4: artcT 4 |Rh % 
RrafaR ^ 3ft % 444 44 xft xft X? 44 4cf4l4 4444 44 3PRTHI 4f%T4 4^1 

I ^ft 4fe % 3fTOR XR 4T4ct 4 5ffcT 4Tfuf4 % RrW ^4c]d1 3fcrfe 44 44 

41 41 4 4444 41 xjRm 4^t Ft4t I 3m: after et^h Pi4>idd % R 44 urtoift 4 

OT^cfvfrjTTR RmIRcT 44 3T[^ 41 4ft cJoT4T XjRm 3fRI4t % E^rf TJ^I % EI4 44 t I 

132. cf9Tff4, mterft 4m 4 Ret # % after rrj 3mf4 % 4 rth # 41 41 3 ft 
3ftomE eff^RcT 4 cm 3ff£r4m4 4444 cm ^ 41 f4m xr sRtj 4£ft4, *r4j 4 rtr 4 
cRg 44 to4 4R 44 kTT 9fT I 3m: 3ftg4>. 4H4>1 % 34J4R ^4 3ff4^cR 4444 % 44T4 
sRcJ 4^14 44 4t 714^4 4TcH aftef, mtt 41, 44 4TR4 ETfeef 3TT4mt 44 4^1 4HT Xiff 

^f4mi 3ft7 4ffef 3TRfmf % aftef ET^H 44 4E4 3f4f4 % 4^74 TRflem ^1 4t 3ft 
4444 4 4 R XR |T 4 4lfcm 3TRfmt 44 HRE W 41 Rid l%4T xjE ^T4mf t I 44^FTR 
4ff4cf 344141 4> fcT4 f^RT affrT 4Tf44 44 3fI4R 4T4T X4T ^4 kTT t 4? RrmTJTIR 444f 

t:- 


4?t 

Pl<4d4> 


im4i 

3Tcrf4 
4> clI^N 
4r 41 
3Tt 4444 


Mlf^d 

3TT4Tcft 4> 
44RE ^ 

a# 

mfed 

3TT4Icft 4) 
RTRT ^ 

a# 



^./1%. 4T. 

^./f^. 4T. 

^./f^5. 4T. 

^./1%. TIT. 

^./1%. 4T. 

% 

■ 

4t tm rt 

^f^?T44 

3RT4 

it ★ * 

★ ★ ★ 

4125.9 

**★ 

A** 

5-15% 

IcgpgjgCSRjs 

3RT EPft 

** * 

* ** 

4125.9 

** * 

A** 

15-25% 


Rh^e % 

R4 R4 

R4 44 

★ ★ * 

* *rk 

4125.9 

* ** 

AAA 

10 - 20 % 

4I4.X44. 

RE. 

3RT EPft 

4 * * 

* * ★ 

4125.9 

** + 

AAA 

25-35% 
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(19) i\ WT nm t fd 4. d IRT d ^Rl d d 4ft 

aft fdddr ddd d cfjRFj ^ $44 d n4 4 fd? TjtT arjM nr mRmTd 4 14 fdrnr, 
2007 dt md fd^ TjtT 3ffrR dr mRujh 4 fddRT fd[R dR WH fdn an I 

(20) nfddt 4 14 fdcNR, 2007 d 3^4 3ffcR dr mR“!H 4 3TT4 PlHI^Ix! 
nr cztcrt Idn : 

"120. nrr m fdm^ nmRf dt ^r nddf m #i t fd rd$ ndn dt ^ 
$44 nwrd dtnr 3fR nr #jt #raf d mrR ^ t 3fk ^mr nfdr rind d 
dt^ 4rT-4n rd t, nf4nRt 4tr nd t fd 4d d 3TRTRT nT ^JcT d d 
dt 3ft dtrr d nrdt ■jdddn d fdj rddnr nfdr q^r Rtr fdn 

RTTT fdnt 4 ddcT ftcTcTT t fd n4 d It 4t 3ft ddcT dt 4nild d m 4 dm 
rr, mfdr 3nrarrd rr rd^ ndn q^ rdmdr arfd^rfr wr t i 3 rt: fddrdf 
dt rddr fd rRmd 4tf4ri 3fR ddd34 dtdt $44 m r^tr nRR t, MHifdn 
rdt l 

(21) rnjnr dt tnr 4 ndt fr mfdnd dr ndt # fd d rr d d 3R][dr nieddn 
3fk Rkttr # fd rdj rdtn dt $rf4 sfmt dtrr Rrrtr 3n4m (d d dt d) d 3fr4r 
*rrk £[Rt fdrfdr dt nr rd dn^ nr; d nRR t r fd mfdn rind d wr i 

(22) nd m 4. d rr d ^rt crm hiRh 3fR ddmd d m «h ^r 4 d tdR 
gr: ddnsrt dj fdd ddr d d d ^ ddr d d4 d rR 4 fd^ vir^dRf cr 
ddr t, dddt 4 14 fdRR, 2007 d 3rd 3ffdr dr ddnr 4 Pihi^ir dr fdri 
rt : 


,l fdRR[ rsRmd 4 rd fdi t fd d d d 34 ddr rrt 4 fdd d) srfeRir 
ddr t ^#n? rd^ rdm dt d4, dd dd d, d fddnr 4r, dtrer dl erft 4 
‘ ritt ndr 3fR arf4 dr 3rd4 d 4 Rh d d d d ddr d ^rr rd^; rdn dl 
d4 rr c^rr mi 14ci nrrd dt rd rm rtti nfdt t 3rd rr rd 14rr r^n t fd d d 
d 34 ddr rrt 4 ftrdt dt 3rterr ddr d4 d ^rr ^rddn d rir 4^ gepn jh 
Rtr fdn RiRT nfd i ^rd rrdr 4 fdir^ rsrmd ^rt r^rr fdR R d r re ^44’drf 
dt jr? siRiRnr rjxHi r?rr dt r^ 4 fdd ^ 4 rfwi%r ^rrI d Rdi4 4 rd fdn 
xm rm I " 


(23) rr[ 4, 4. d t^t d ^rt ddn34 d nfdr d mrrtnr d n4 4 3rjdr mrr 
qanxi f4n 4 rnfd rr nr ntedt 4 14 Rdn, 2007 d 3tfcR dr ddnr 4 
fdrrjfTR fdrR fdn rn n : 


445 GI/2012—3 
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"130. mfcm i P Pm md t ^ fPdcidl % fPmfm PtP dP mrnmt 3fm 
^mffidcnafi ml dP f i aiMicidl P tjmfcP dfmm mm pP 3nmnd mm mmd ^rt 
fdm mm mm d m ozm srsTcn 3ifdm mim % mP P dp ^xptt mm<?r&i md mni t i 
3m: mifPmTp dP ddm df gePTT 3p7 fPdmm % mdmmTp d Pt d 3p ddcT ER 
mnRddi d eim ddm dj pd T?m PP P md 3pfpcm md md t I" 


(24) P. d mm d, fPremrePfe P dP fddtmm % 3mm tr pf 3imP dmam 
f fpRlP 3R4 md d TTRI-RTRI OTcTT OTEPT, PdEEcm P md, fPdcT dPEi, mdi; fPdt 
dtmm P mm ppTT, mPcJ mdm df vidlKcbdl, cFTI i Tp pd ^ ^ 3TT ^ ?ITPfeI # I 
dPmTp Pm md f fd fpmmm maimd d 3mjPPf mm mTfPmiP ^rt Prnm mmd mp dm 
mm 14 fppmr, 2007 % 3ifPm mitm mfdiTm P dPmTp skt fdmR fdm i 

dPmiP P mdi; mdm d ^ dP P PmfPm fdmP P 14 [PdR, 2007 % 3tfPm dm 
mfdrrm P Phi^ir Pm fdmr mi I 


"h.3.4 rrti *£dmm 


1 "i 5. mRchl mT mMpmi RpPh u i md?E p Id mPc^ ^mk P 3md mtm, mrnrrmmmT P 
mriiR 3fp fdd df d ^pptt P ^md mcmrmm rto P md d mdm m?mTmm 
P fPricm, 3fR fPd; mm fdcT fPd mgd; mmK P^n u i Tjd; fPdm 3fp omm w 
mrnRmrm mr mm 3rrm d mm dP mi mimm mm t l aPP Pirn ml 4 mm fdm mr 
t cjimPm 3fm mid t I 3m: fPrnmm mammp dl mdd fd mTfPmrmm'r mdm 
ml fdd dip Pm dP mi mm mp! mrnmr mm ^mT t, umiPim mPt t I" 




(25) mrntmmP. dmmPld^m 3mdm mm Pdi t fd uifPmrP P mmm mifdm 3fp dP 
mrfdm df mmmi d miPmmTcP mr mP ymcm mpf fdm mm t, mrfPmTp Pm mmP P fd aPP 
rnifdm dt mm mdcj mdm df dP mfPm dtmm mm 3nrnTfdr t 3fR mm PlmPfm dP d 
mm ^mmi rnmrnm mpf fdmr mr mmm I md mm mmm mrfdm mP rnidmud P PdPm 
^mmi mr mmm t, P. d mm d P rnitemP mRT mip mmm fPmrm mm 31 3Tmrm, 2007 df 
3rmPl fdmfdd P Pihi^hr fdmr m : 
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"^T 3TFt y? fejfel yrfe # fe TTI^T fefer yd y^RT d yfe ydfe fed t I TOT 

3TR3^^ feJTO 3fm?T yfecF TOTO ^ *** fey fefe fey yjfdy ffefe feyy 
*** fed fefer j ^yfe *** yy yro ^iRSh TOW fey I" 

4 fe yy d yd yy^yy ffefeid yy tot 4 y? t fe fe)- feffer ^yyr yd yyfei TOyyfe 
fe i 

fedfl 3Tyfe 

(26) ^yy to d. fe yy fe fe fy srjfer yy few t % cftr? to gro 3fetfer fed d 
3#y? t, fefeyfe fey yfe # fe yiffeyff ym 14 fern, 2007 % tot oifty to 
yf^TH d fejy yjro wy yy fed yrffey d to d fey ^rffey y? fd roy y TN yfedyy 
t l 


Pto 4 yy Ri^iR^i 

(27) yryfey dfey fe feyfe 11 ^ryyy, 2011 % 3nfe?d % sr^yfcH d wififei#) yry 
ott^RHc i fdd yfeiq ^yqi# fe TO feroy wmd ym fey yy ^rjM yd to tot fey 
yy qy toy to# % yroyyTfeyyfe yfe yyfe # % yrfeyyfe y^r 14 fdror, 2007 yd 
1 4/1 1/2005-fe fe y fe fe tot Rife fey yy fedy tot yf fery d) d yd# 
ymfey ferffer yfe d i to: fedyyfe yroyRT 14 fdror, 2007 yd fed^ro d. 
14/11/2005-fe fe y fe fe tot feyyfe yy tot fedy fey yffeny fey ^yfe yd fe 
IfefeM yd gy: gfe yrfe # i 


feyyyrfet fefe, fyffey fedyfe 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 10th February, 2012 

CESTAT Remanded Post Decisional Hearing Findings 


Subject : Anti-Dumping Investigation concerning imports of Vitamin-A Palmitate 
originating in or exported from Switzerland and China PR. 


No. 14/11/2005-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended in 
1995 and thereafter (hereinafter referred to as the Act) and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles 
and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, as amended from time to time (hereinafter 
referred to as the Rules) thereof: 

Background of the case: 

1) M/s Nicholas Piramal India Limited (NPIL) had filed an application before 
the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) under the 
above referred Act and the Rules, alleging dumping of Vitamin-A Palmitate 
(hereinafter referred to as the subject goods) and consequent injury, 
originating in or exported from Switzerland and China PR (hereinafter 
referred to as the subject countries), and requested for levy of anti-dumping 
duties on the imports of the subject goods from the subject countries. 

2) The product involved in the subject investigation is Vitamin A Palmitate. 
Vitamin Palmitate is manufactured in various strengths and forms and due 
to technical and commercial substitutability of these grades Vitamin-A 
Palmitate of all concentrations and forms were included within the product 
under consideration. 
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3) The Authority initiated an anti-dumping investigation in respect of the 
imports of the subject goods, originating in or exported from the subject 
countries; vide Notification No. 14/11/2005-DGAD dated 23 rd March 2006. 
The period of the said investigation (POI) was from 1 st April 2004 to 30 th 
September 2005 and the injury period covered 2000-01 to 2003-04. 

4) In response to the notice of initiation, the interested parties including the 
appellant before the CESTAT filed response in the prescribed proforma and 
also made written submissions. 

5) The Authority issued the preliminary findings vide Notification No. 
14/11/2005-DGAD dated 20 th February 2007 recommending provisional 
duty on the imports of the subject goods, originating in or exported from the 
subject countries, and the Department of Revenue imposed the provisional 
duty vide Notification No. 47/2007-Customs dated 28 th March, 2007. 

6) M/s DSM Nutritionals Product Ltd (DNP) filed detailed comments on the 
preliminary findings, wherein they pointed out, that the examination of the 
injury parameters on the basis of the information submitted by domestic 
industry, clearly shows a total absence of injury. The determination of the 
Non Injurious Price (NIP) was also challenged on the ground that under the 
Drugs Price Control Order (DPCO) a maximum price had been fixed under 
law and therefore, the NIP could not be fixed without regard to such price, 
as the domestic industry could not have sold its products at a price above 
that fixed under the DPCO. 

7) The Authority issued the final findings on14 th September 2007 
recommending definitive duty on the imports of the subject goods, 
originating in or exported from the subject countries and the Department of 
Revenue imposed the definitive duties vide Notification No. 112/2007- 
Customs dated 30 th October, 2007. This definitive duty was made effective 
from 2&3.2007 i.e., the date of the imposition of the provisional duty. 
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8) Aggrieved by the final findings issued by the Authority on 14 th September 
2007 and the Custom notification issued by the Department of Revenues 
vide Notification No. 112/2007-Customs dated 30 th October, 2007, M/s DSM 
Nutritional Product Ltd, having its registered office in Switzerland, filed an 
appeal before the Central Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal 
(CESTAT) New Delhi, under Section 9(C) of the Custom Tariff Act 1995. 

9) The Hon’ble CESTAT, New Delhi, vide its order dated 11.08.2011, disposed 
the petition. The Operative part of the said order, inter alia, is as follows: 

“15. Accordingly we allow these appeals by remand to the DA for 
affording post-decisional heanng to the appellants and for making 
such modifications to the final findings as may be necessary as a 
result of such post-decisional hearing. The respondent-domestic 
industry and other interested parties, if any, shall also be allowed to 
participate in such post-decisional hearing. Any modifications made 
in the final finings would be considered by giving effect to the same 
by the Government by carrying out the necessary amendments to the 
impugned notifications imposing anti-dumping duty. This process 
shall be completed within 6 months from the date of this order and 
status quo-shall be maintained-meanwhile. Since we are allowing 
these appeals by remand, the related stay petitions, MAs and COs 
stand disposed off.* 

10) In compliance with the said orders of the CESTAT and without prejudice to 
the rights of the Designated Authority to challenge the said orders dated 11 th 
August, 2011 of Hon’ble CESTAT on the matters of law and principle, the 
Authority held a post decisional oral hearing for the known interested parties 
on 13 th December 2011. 

11) The essential facts of the action of the Authority pursuant to the post 
decisional hearing held by the Authority in compliance with the orders dated 
11th August 2011 of Hon’ble CESTAT were disclosed to the interested 
parties by the Authority and comments received thereon have been 
examined and addressed by the Authority at respective areas of this finding. 
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12) *** in this finding statement represents information furnished by an 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority 
under the Rules. 

13) The submissions made by the interested parties in the written form, who 
attended the post decisional oral hearing are as follows: 

14) The representatives of the following interested parties attended the post 
decisional oral hearing held by the Authority on 13 th December, 2011 and 
made oral submissions: 

a) M/s Nicolas Piramal India Ltd. (NPIL) 

b) M/s DSM Nutritionals Product Ltd. (DNP) 

15) The submissions made by the interested parties in writing, pursuant to the 
post decisional oral hearing, are as follows: 

Submissions made by M/s DSM Nutritional Products Ltd 
Submissions concerning scope of Domestic Industry and Standing 

i. Nicholas Piramal is not a Domestic Industry as they have 
progressively moved away from manufacturing from Citral route to 
simply buying Vitamin A Acetate 2.8 miu/gm for single step conversion 
into Palmitate 1.7 miu/gm. During the hearing, it was admitted by the 
Counsel for Nicholas Piramal that at least from December 2010, the 
company has stopped production of Vitamin-A Palmitate from the 
basic stage and that they are presently only undertaking activities for 
conversion of Vitamin A Acetate to Vitamin A Palmitate. 

ii. The two forms of Vitamin A are like articles. Vitamin A Palmitate and 
Vitamin A acetate, can be used interchangeably, and are merely sub 
types of Vitamin A. The activity of conversion from one form of 
Vitamin A to another would not make Nicholas Piramal a domestic 
industry. 
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iii. As Piramal is no longer a domestic industry, its right of participation, in 
the proceedings is also defeated. Piramal’s factual submissions as to 
the nature of their manufacturing activities are misleading. The ^o 
called 'different production process' is one of conversion from Vitamin 
A acetate to Vitamin A Palmitate. The conversion is not a process 
amounting to manufacture or production. 

iv. Mere fact that excise duty may have been paid on such activity, would 
not make it manufacture or production. Excise duty is paid by virtue of 
Note 10 to Chapter 32 of the Schedule to the Central Excise Tariff Act 
covering vitamins, which provides that packing, repacking, relabeling 
or carrying out any process to make the product marketable, would 
amount to manufacture. 

Submissions relating to confidentiality 

i. Neither the dumping margin, nor the injury margin calculation has been 
disclosed to DSM. 

ii. The Authority has failed to disclose the confidential calculations for the 
dumping and injury margins. The dumping margiq is based exclusively 
on the information provided by the exporter, and therefore, the same 
ought to have been provided. Similarly, the final injury calculation is 
based on the DPCO prices, which are in the public domain. 
Submissions relating to Export Price, Normal Value, Dumping 
Margin and Injury Margin 

i. Authority has determined normal value and dumping margin 
erroneously. In a situation where there are no sales, or when 
because of the particular market situation or low volume of sales in 
the domestic market of the exporting county, such sales do not 
permit a proper comparison, the normal value is to be determined on 
the basis of third country export prices. DSM submits that sales in 
Switzerland are less than 2% of the total sales of the subject goods 





[ 'HFT 1—^5 | ] 


■»TRc1 =BT TFm : 


25 


by the company and, therefore, are not representative for 
determination of normal value. The appropriate market for 
determination of normal value is the European Union and not 
Switzerland. 

ii. A number of factors, other than the imports, such as a reduction in 
customs duty, appreciation of the rupee etc have caused injury to the 
domestic industry. Injury was also caused by DPCO prices fixed by 
the Government during the relevant period, which prevented the 
domestic industry from raising it prices. 

iii. The capacity utilisation has been given for all products and not for 
subject goods and, therefore, the figures provided are not relevant to 
the investigations. 

iv. The data for the period during which anti-dumping duties were in 
force on imports from the EU, should be excluded from the 
examination, as the imposition of duties led to a sudden reduction in 
imports, creating a virtual monopoly for the domestic industry. This 
was a temporary situation and after the duties were removed, 
competitive imports came into the Indian market from various 
sources. The information provided does not reflect a natural or 
potential decline in sales of the domestic industry. 

v. DSM denies that its exports have resulted in price underselling and 
price undercutting. The sale price of the domestic industry to 
resellers would naturally be lower than DPCO prices, so as to 
provide for the expenses and profit margin of the resellers. The 
average sale price of the domestic industry has to be lower than 
DPCO prices. Had the sales been made at DPCO prices, there could 
have been no losses. In view of this factual position, the finding of 
the Authority, that the landed value of imports from DSM was lower 
than the sale price of the domestic industry is unjustified, as the 
landed value of imports is near about the DPCO prices. 


445 G1/2012—4 
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vi. The cost to make and sell of the domestic industry has reduced 
drastically by almost 50%, whereas the selling price has reduced by 
about 15%. A marginal decline in prices should not have resulted in 
significant losses. 

vii. Exports at low prices resulted in heavy losses for the domestic 
industry. It is unthinkable as to why the domestic industry finds the 
export prices remunerative, and chooses to increase its exports, 
whereas, it contends that much higher prices in the local market are 
causing it injury. 

vm. The productivity of the domestic industry has doubled since 2001- 
02. These figures are, however, not for the subject goods, 
ix. The observation that the return on capital employed has 
deteriorated significantly is not supported by figures. 

X. The inventories are not unduly high and not indicative of injury. 
Miscellaneous Submissions 

i. The duties are in excess of the injury alleged to have been caused. 

A. Submissions by M/s Piramal Healthcare Ltd (earlier known as M/s. 

Nicholas Piramal India Limited 

Submissions c oncerning scope of Domestic Industry and Standing 

i. M/s Piramal Healthcare Ltd (“M/s Nicolas Piramal India Ltd.” as it was 
knovyn during the original Period of Investigation), the Domestic Industry, 
had temporarily shut down operations at their plant in Thane, Maharashtra 
with effect from 30th September 2010 in order to shift the operations to 
another plant which is now situated at Digwal, Andhra Pradesh with effect 
from December 2010 and commercial production of the product under 
consideration has resumed at the new plant. M/s Piramal Healthcare Ltd is 
obviously qualified as the Domestic Industry for the product under 
consideration and accounts for complete production of subject goods in 
India. M/s Piramal Healthcare Ltd. (“M/s Nicolas Piramal India Ltd.” as it 
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was known during the original Period of Investigation) continues to be the 
sole producer of the subject goods in India. 

ii. Due to the continued and incessant dumping of the subject goods from the 
subject countries, the Domestic Industry was forced to stop manufacturing 
from the basic stage and change the manufacturing site and process, in 
order to effectively compete with the unfair imports from the subject 
countries. 

Submissions relating to confidentiality 

i. The Designated Authority is not liable to provide complete calculations of 
export price, dumping margin, injury margin etc to DSM as claimed by them. 
They themselves provided data selectively. 

ii. While allegation of over confidentiality has been raised by DNP, they have 
not even disclosed the total sales data of Switzerland to the Authority, 
Submissions concerning scope of the PUC 

i. Product under consideration has been defined by the Authority as Vitamin A 
Palmitate, which covers Vitamin A Palmitate I.TMIU/gm and Vitamin A 
Palmitate 1.0 MlU/gm in ail its strengths and forms. Hence, the issue of the 
scope of the Product under consideration and ‘like articles” has been 
appropriately decided by the Authority and is not liable for any modification. 

ii. It is denied that Vitamin A Acetate crystals and Vitamin A Palmitate 1.7 are 
like articles. The crystals are in acetate form and the Domestic Industry is the 
only domestic manufacturers with the technological know-how and 
infrastructure to convert Vitamin A crystals into vitamin A Palmitate 1.7. 
Submissions relating to Export Price, Normal Value. Dumping Margin 
and Injury Margin 

i. The dumping margin for the exporters from Switzerland, including DSM, 
should have been based on the best information available i.e. third country 
information (European Union) or constructed cost on the basis of price paid 
or payable in India duly adjusted as prescribed under the Anti-dumping 
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Rules. Authority has determined normal value and dumping margin for DSM 
correctly. The allegation of DSM to that extent is false. 

ii. The Designated Authority has not recommended the duties to the extent of 
the benchmark of DPCO prices, despite the submissions made in this behalf 
by the Domestic Industry. The Designated Authority has appropriately 
decided the issue in the Final Findings dated 14th September, 2007 and 
therefore the allegation of DSM in this regard is liable to be rejected. 

iii. Authority mandates co-operating importers to file a comprehensive Importers 
Questionnaire Response supported with necessary documentary evidence in 
this regard. However, no such response appears to be filed by the said 
reseller within the prescribed time-limits. Hence, accepting the information of 
the said reseller would amount to unfairly circumventing the established 
practice. Designated Authority justifiably declined from making any 
adjustment for the re-sellers profit margin on the DPCO prices. 

iv. The submission that the website of the National Pharmaceutical Pricing 
Authority (NPPA) should be relied is wholly irrelevant as the margins referred 
to therein pertain to formulations and not bulk drugs. 

v. The import data indicates that dumped imports of the subject goods from the 
subject countries had increased substantially during the injury period. 

vi. The increase in capacity utilization mentioned by DSM is in respect of 
Vitamin A crystals are due to increase in demand of commercial premixes. 
Vitamin A crystals are used for captive consumption in manufacture of food & 
feed premixes. The production of Vitamin A Palmitate 1.7 has not increased 
significantly during the Period of Investigation. 

vii. The subject goods produced by the domestic industry grew steadily, but fell 
significantly during the Period of Investigation. 

viii. The domestic sales and total sales of the domestic industry followed a similar 
trend and after increasing significantly up to 2003-04, declined significantly. 




[m i—mz i] 


W 3FT 


29 


ix. The dumped imports from the subject countries increased in absolute term as 
also in relation to imports into India, production in India and consumption in 
India. 

x. The volume of imports increased more than the increase in demand affecting 
the market share of the Domestic Industry. 

xi. The dumped prices and consequently the landed price of imports from the 
subject countries have been lower than the net sales realization and non- 
injurious price of the domestic industry, thus resulting in significant price 
undercutting and price underselling. 

xii. The submissions of DSM concerning decline of profits is false and based on 
mere conjecture. In fact, there have been negligible exports of the Product 
under consideration as compared to sales in domestic market in the last 5 
years. Thus, it is clearly due to the constant pressure on the Domestic 
Industry as a result of dumped imports, significant losses have been 
experienced in the domestic sales and have plunged the situation into 
financial losses from a situation of profits. 

xiii. The number of employees has declined, whereas the wages of the Domestic 
have significantly increased over the injury period. 

xiv. Due to the financial losses, the cash flow and the return on capital employed 
also deteriorated considerably during the injury period. 

xv. The allegations made by DSM in its appeal that there is no injury to the 
Domestic Industry are false, misconceived and unsubstantiated. 
Miscellaneous Submissions 

i. The re-adjudicating authority cannot go beyond the remand order and the 
powers and jurisdiction of lower authority is limited to the extent the case is 
remanded back. In the instant case, the Designated Authority is restricted 
from adjudicating any new issues, which are beyond the order of the 
CESTAT. 

ii. Petitioners did not contest in their appeal before CESTAT on the ground that 
the Designated Authority, who had heard, did not pass the final finding. All 
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claims and issues raised by M/s DSM Nutritional relate to the status of M/s 
Piramal Healthcare as the Domestic Industry. 

iii. Designated Authority has accepted the data of DSM even when they have 
been non-cooperative throughout the investigation. 

iv. No second hearing before the new Designated Authority is required as none 
of the parties sought any fresh hearing before the new Designated Authority. 
Hence, the impugned order of the Hon’ble CESTAT does not apply in the 
instant case. 

v. DSM could have filed a Mid-Term Review in 2006 when it has been alleged 
that the Domestic Industry was importing the Vitamin A Acetate crystals. 
DSM has not filed any such review under Rule 23 of the Rules establishing 
any such ’change in circumstances’ nor has DSM modified its Appeal in this 
regard. 

vi. Authority should hold DSM ’’non-co-operative" and rightfully recommend 
residual duties for DSM in place of the individual margin unfairly granted to 
DSM. 

Comments on the Disclosure statement 

16)The comments have been received by the Authority from both domestic 
industry and M/s DSM. The domestic industry has broadly concurred with 
the facts as detailedjn the disclosure statement. However, M/s DSM have 
reiterated its earlier submissions with regards to determination of dumping 
margin, determination of injury margin and non disclosure of some 
parameters on dumping margin calculations, while accepting the standing 
of Nicholas Piramal as domestic industry during the POI. The Authority 
notes that the submissions of the interested parties on all the parameters, 
to the extent considered relevant, have already been dealt with at 
appropriate places in these findings. Accordingly, these findings covers 
the comments of the all the interested parties made in the course of the 
investigation including the post decisional hearing held by the Authority on 
13 th December 2011. 
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Examination by the authority 

17) The submissions made by the interested parties, to the extent considered 
relevant, are addressed by the Authority as under: 

Scope of Domestic Industry and Standing 

i. As regards submissions by the interested parties on the standing of the 
domestic industry, the Authority notes that in its final findings dated 14 th 
September 2007, M/s Nicolas Piramal India Ltd. (NPIL), being the sole 
known producer of the subject goods in India, was considered as domestic 
industry satisfying the provisions laid down under the Rules. During the 
entire course of the investigation, none of the interested parties had raised 
any issue regarding M/s NPIL not being eligible to file the petition. 

ii. The contention by M/s DNP that M/s NPIL have stopped the production of 
Vitamin-A Palmitate from the basic stage from December 2010 is 
irrelevant for the present investigation, the same being a post-POl 
development. Moreover, any change in the process/technology of 
production of the product under consideration, does not disentitle the 
domestic producer from the status of ‘domestic industry’, provided it 
continues to produce the product under consideration. If the opposite 
interested parties had to challenge the continued status of the domestic 
industry, they could have applied for a mid-term review, substantiating the 
changed circumstances with adequate documentary support. The 
Authority notes that the period of investigation in the subject investigation 
was from 1 st April 2004 to 30 th September 2005 (18 months period). 
Therefore, any subsequent developments with regard to the changes in 
the manufacturing process and/ or continuation or discontinuation of 
manufacturing of the subject goods by the domestic industry, are not 
relevant to the scope of the present remand proceedings. In case there is 
any change in the structure of domestic industry, post-POl, the interested 
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parties can still seek review for the changed circumstances, if any, in 
terms of the relevant provisions of the Anti-Dumping Rules. In view of the 
above, the Authority reaffirms the standing of M/s Piramal Healthcare Ltd 
(“M/s Nicolas Piramal India Ltd.” as it was known during the original Period 
of Investigation) as the domestic industry, within the meaning of the Rules. 

iii. On the one hand, the opposite interested parties argue that Vitamin A 
Palmitate and Vitamin A Acetate are like articles and at the same time 
allege that Nicholas Piramal is not a domestic industry as they are 
presently engaged in converting Vitamin A Acetate in to Vitamin A 
Palmitate. The Authority notes that when an intermediate input is 
converted in to a final product, through a chemical process, the process of 
conversion does constitute manufacturing and the two cannot constitute 
like articles. Moreover, change in the route/technology/process of 
production does not disentitle a domestic producer from the status of 
domestic industry, as long as it is engaged in the production and supply of 
the subject goods. 

Export price, normal value, dumping margin: 

iv. The Authority notes that the petitioners before the Hon’ble CESTAT M/s 
DNP have primarily contested the determination of normal value based on 
the domestic sales in Switzerland, which are stated to be less than 2% of 
the total sales of the subject goods and hence, not representative for 
determination of the normal value. M/s DNP have also contested that 
some of its claims with regard to the level of trade, sales based on 
different levels of order quantities etc were not considered by the Authority 
in its findings dated 14 th September 2007. However, no additional 
information supported by documentary evidence has been furnished by 
M/s DNP to substantiate its claim in this regard. 

v. While examining the submissions of the interested parties, the Authority in 
the final findings dated 14 th September 2007 had observed as under: 
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"59. The Authority notes that the exporter sold *** Kg of Vitamin A 
palmitate 1.7 MIU/Gm and *** kgs of 1.0 MIU/Gm in the home market 
during the POl against export of *** kgs of 1.7 MIU/Gm to India during 
the same period. Therefore, home market sales of the like product 
constituted more than 5% of the sales to India. Such home market sales 
being in sufficient quantities as per the Agreement are therefore, 
required to be considered for the purpose of determination of Normal 
value and accordingly, the Authority has considered the same for 
determination of normal value in the exporting country. 

60. The exporter, however, made a plea that if their home market sales 
are required to be considered for the purpose of determination of 
normal value due consideration has to be made towards the difference 
in sales quantities and level of trade as the domestic sales are in 
smaller quantities and to direct retail customers and therefore, not 
comparable with the export sales transactions. The exporter, vide letter 
dated 10th April 2007, was asked to quantify and demonstrate the level 
of trade adjustments and other factors that affect the price comparability 
as claimed by them for fair comparison. The exporter ; vide its letter 
dated 24th April and 16th May 2007 provided certain information and 
arguments for quantification of the adjustments towards the factors 
affecting price comparability and direct selling expenses in respect of 
domestic sales on account of small quantity sales to direct customers in 
Switzerland. 

61. The Authority notes that Rule 6(i) in Annexure I and Article 2.4 of 
the Agreement provide that “due allowance shall be made in each case, 
on its merit, for differences which affect price comparability, including 
difference in conditions and terms of trade, taxation, level of trade, 
quantities, physical characteristics, and other differences which are also 
demonstrated to affect price comparability " In terms of the above 


445 G1/2012—5 




34 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. I] 


provisions the claims of the exporter has been examined by the 
Authority as follows: 

a) The claim of the exporter on adjustments towards lower transaction 
volumes in domestic market has been examined. It has been claimed 
that the domestic sales are in small quantities and average quantity sold 
per transaction in the domestic market is 41 Kgs whereas average 
quantity per sale in the Indian market is about 416 Kg. It has been 
argued that the difference in order quantities affects the respective 
prices as they charge a minimum quantity surcharge on small order 
quantities. In support of this some export invoices with small quantities 
have been produced. However, no evidence of small order surcharge in 
domestic market has been provided. It has been further argued that the 
quantities have direct impact on the price and an adjustment has to be 
made for comparison purpose. Accordingly, the exporter has quantified 
the adjustment based on the difference in unit price for sales 
transactions to India of quantity below 300 Kg and above 300 kg. 
However, these quantity difference and small quantity surcharges are 
with reference to the export sales and no evidence of such a variation in 
prices on account of quantities in the home market has been provided. 
Therefore, the Authority is of the view that such adjustment cannot be 
admitted. 

b) In addition to the adjustment towards quantities, the exporter has 
claimed level of trade adjustment on the grounds that the domestic sales 
are mostly to direct consumers, whereas the export sales to India are 
mostly to resellers, which also affects price comparability. It has been 
argued that the price to direct customers in Switzerland and European 
markets is generally higher by about 5 to 7% than the prices to resellers. 

In support of this claim they have produced the evidence of 
contemporary invoices of same products to direct customers and 
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reseller in Swiss market, which indicates a difference of about 5% 
between these prices. It has been argued that this mark up is allowed to 
the reseller to take care of its expenses and profit. Usually, resellers or 
agent gets a commission ; or a markup in its prices which takes into 
consideration its expenses and margins and a commission/margin of 3% 
to 5% is normal in the trade. Therefore, the Authority is of the view that 
an adjustment of 3% towards this may be justified, 
c) The exporter has also claimed adjustments towards direct selling 
expenses in the home market i.e., inland freight from the plant to 
warehouse and associated insurance, storage and handling expenses, 
freight from warehouse to customer and associated insurance 
expenses . As far as domestic freight from warehouse to domestic 
customers are concerned, the exporter has provided the evidence of 
actual cost incurred for delivery through DHL courier and accordingly, 
the revised freight cost has been worked out as US *** per Kg. 


62. Accordingly, the Normal value in Switzerland at ex-works level for 
the product under consideration works out as follows: 
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b) Export Price and Dumping Margins 
i) DSM Nutritiona / products 

63. DNP has reported *** Kgs of export sales of the subject goods to 
India during the POI covering Vitamin A Palmitate 1.7BHA/BHT and 1.1 
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TOCO. The Authority notes that the products of DNP for sale to India 
generally go (via ship) from the Netherlands to Singapore before being 
sent on to India. It has been submitted by the exporter that the products 
concerned are handled by the DSM Nutritional Products regional office 
for Asia Pacific in Singapore. It is a trading organization with a 
warehouse and invoices and re-exports the products to India and other 
Asia pacific countries. The exporter has submitted that prices provided 
in the questionnaire response is the final export price for the Indian 
customer and the pricing mechanism between the related companies, 
i.e., DNP Switzerland and DNP Singapore them is not relevant for this 
investigation. 

64. The exporter has provided information for adjustments towards 
direct selling expenses on account of Inland Freight from the Sisseln 
site to Venlo, Netherlands (warehouse) and associated insurance 
expenses; storage and handling charges; overseas freight from 
Switzerland to Singapore and Singapore to India and associated 
insurance expenses; and shipping charges. No adjustment has been 
claimed on packing expenses as the same is included in the cost and 
there is no difference between the export packing and domestic 
packing. Accordingly, the net export price at ex-works level works out as 
follows: 
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65. On the basis of Normal value determined for Switzerland and net export 
price determined for DNP, dumping margin for this cooperating exporter has 
been assessed as follows: 



NV 

US$/Kg 

— 

Qty 

Kg 

EP 

US$/Kg 

Qty 

Kg 

DM 

US$/Kg 

DM value 

VIT A 

PALM 

1.7 

BHA/BHT 

*** 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

•kirk 

kkk 

VIT A 

PALM 

1.7 

TOCO 

*** 

*** 

kkk 


kkk 


Weighted 

Average 


*** 

*** 

*** 

kkk 

*** 


66. DSM, in its post disclosure submissions has argued that since the Indian 
law does not provide for a threshold limit for the domestic sales to be treated 
as in sufficient quantities for determination of normal value the Authority 
should not merely relied on the WTO Agreement in this respect and evaluated 
the matter on its own merit in view of the fact that the domestic sales in 
Switzerland was very small (less than 2%) compared to its total sales. It has 
also been argued that a particular market situation i.e., the sales in 
Switzerland, have been made in very small quantities whereas sales for 
exports to India are in much larger quantities in Switzerland, which should 
have been taken into account for determination of normal value in 
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Switzerland. Under the above circumstances appropriate market for 
determination of normal value is the European Union and not Switzerland[ 
The exporter has also commented that the weighted average dumping margin 
should be worked out on the basis of weighted average normal value and 
weighted average export price. 

67. Domestic industry, in its post disclosure submissions, has argued that 
argued that, without conducting the on-site verification, acceptance of the 
data and other claims made by DSM is unwarranted and unsubstantiated. 
Domestic industry has further argued that under the above circumstance 
dumping margin for the exporters from Switzerland, including DSM should 
have been based on the best information available i.e. third country 
information (European Union) or constructed cost on the basis of price paid or 
payable in India duly adjusted as prescribed under the Rules. 

68. In this connection the Authority notes that the sales in Swiss market were 
found to be in sufficient quantities in relation to the exports to India, (which 
constituted more than 20% of sales to India) and therefore, considered 
appropriate for comparison with the exports to India. However, the exporters 
claimed certain adjustment on its home market prices towards certain factors 
that affected the price comparability and such adjustments, which could be 
demonstrated and justified by the exporter with evidence, have been 
accepted by the Authority. The claim for adjustment on account of a minimum 
quantity surcharge could not be demonstrated by the exporter with reference 
to domestic sales and therefore, has not been accepted. Therefore, the 
arguments of the exporter in this regard are not tenable. As far as the error in 
dumping margin calculation is concerned, Dumping Margin is determined as 
the weighted average of the intermediate dumping margins, determined at 
subtype levels (weighted on the export quantities of product subtypes). The 
dumping margin has been determined for the above exporter correctly on the 
above basis. Therefore, there is no need for any change of dumping 
margins ." 
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18) The Authority notes that all the submissions of M/s DNP, as regards 
determination of normal value, export price and dumping margin are 
concerned, to the extent considered relevant by the Authority and duly 
substantiated by the interested parties, were examined and addressed by 
the Authority in its final findings dated 14 th September 2007. In view of the 
above the Authority reaffirms the normal value, export price and dumping 
margin determined in respect of M/s DNP, Switzerland in the final findings 
issued by the Authority. 

Injury and Causal Link 

19) It has been argued by M/s DNP that the injury has been caused to the 
domestic industry due to the subject goods being controlled by the 
Government under Drug Price Control Order (DPCO). The Authority notes 
that any injury to the domestic industry for the reasons other than the 
dumped imports needs to be assessed and segregated. In this regard the 
Authority in its final findings, dated 14 th September 2007 noted as under: 

“131. The Authority also notes that in the instant case the NIP has been 
determined based on the data for the period of investigation as per the consistent 
practice of the Authority. The NIP has been determined as Rs *** per Kg of 
Vitamin A Palmitate 1.7 MIU/Gm. The current DPCO price fixed by NPPA is 
Rs4564.50 per Kg with effect from 27.03.2007, supposed to have been fixed on 
the basis of cost data for the period 2005-2006. There is a significant difference 
in the period for which data has been examined by the Authority, i.e., Id months 
from 1st April 2004 to 30th September 2005, against 12 months data supposed 
to have been examined by NPPA for April 2005-March 2006. Further apparently, 
the rate of return adopted by NPPA and the Authority are different. Therefore, it 
would not be appropriate to adopt NPPA current price under DPCO for injury 
margin determination. By the same logic the NPPA price for the earlier period 
would also not be appropriate to determine the injury margin in this case. 
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Therefore, the Authority has compared the NtP determined as above with the 
landed value of imports to work out the injury margins. 

132. However, the Authority notes that during the injury investigation period the 
DPCO ceiling price had set the maximum price at which the domestic industry 
could have sold the goods in the domestic market. Therefore, as per the non- 
attribution standards, any injury, which could have been caused to the domestic 
industry due to this ceiling price, cannot be attributed to the dumped imports and 
the injury margin of the dumped imports needs to be restricted to the extent to 
which the dumped imports were below the DPCO price prevalent during the 
investigation pen'od. Accordingly, the injury margin that can be attnbuted to the 
dumped imports work out as under:" 
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20) The analysis as above clearly demonstrates that the submissions of M/s 
DNP with regard to injury on account of DPCO controlled prices were duly 
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addressed and considered by the Authority in the final findings issued 
on14 ,h September, 2007. 

21) The Authority in its final findiriQe dated 14 ,h Septemtofef 2007 further 
observed as under: 

"120. As far as the arguments tfMhe Inf&fested parties that injury caused 
to the domestic industry is on account of the Government’s pricing and t$x 
policies and has nothing to do with the dumped imports, the Authority 
notes that the landed value of the imports from the subject countries are 
much less than the DPCO price, even if a reasonable margin for the 
resellers is considered, indicating thereby that even if DPCO price is taken 
as the bench nxQfk the diyppjtf import have Significant injurious effect on 
the domestic industry. Therefore, the arguments of the exporters that the 
Govt Policies and DPCO prices are sole cause of injury are not valid. ” 

22) In view of the above, the Authority notes that the submissions made by 
DNP that the injury has been caused to the domestic industry due to the 
subject goods beiftg controlled tty *the Government under Drug Price Control 
Order (DPCO) and not due to the clumped imports, ere unfounded and 
baseless. 

23) As regards the submissions by M/s DNP for the sales price to the rustlers 
being lower than the DPCO prices in order to provide for profit margins and 
the expenses of the sellers, the Authority in its final findings dated 14 th 
September 2007 noted as under: 

“129-. The interested parties have argued that since DPCO price is the 
maximum price for sale in India this price should be taken into account for 
determination of injury if any caused to the domestic industry and injury 
caused to the domestic industry due to the DPCO price during the injury 
investigation period should not be attributed to dm dumped imports. It has 
been further argued that the DPCO price being the maximum price for 
sales in India the comparison should take into account a margin for 
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reseller's profit in support Of Ms some additional information of reseller 
has been produced by the interested parties after disclosure which could 
not be taken on record fQr the reasons stated earlier 

24) Although , the submissions regarding adjustment of resellers margin was 

made by M/s DNP post disclosure, nevertit&fe'SS the same MbS afWdtff been 
addressed by the Authority in the final findings 14thSep.2007 as 

under: 

“130. The Authority notes that the export transactions of these exporters are 
to direct customers as well as resatfers The importers have net provided 
efif information about ttmr reselling price and SGA expenses incurred or 
profit earned by them on such imports. Therefore, the Authority does not 
find apy justification to make such allowance for the reseller’s profit (gargin 
on the DPCO prices for comparison purpose and determination of injury 
margin." 

25) M/s t)NP, Switzerland has also reiterated submissions on other aspects of 
injury analysis, which inter-alia includes capacity utilization, reduction in 
custom duty, export price being lower than domestic selling price, 
productivity of the cjomestic industry, returns on capital employed etc. The 
Authority notes that the submissions of the interested parties to the extent 
considered relevant by the Authority, have already been addressed by the 
Authority in its final findings dated 14 1h September 2007. The Authority in its 
conclusions on the injury to the domestic industry noted as under in the final 
fincfingS ctetted 14 th September 2007: 

“G.3.4 Overall assessment 

115. The above analysis of the favors shows that in spite of the good 
demand in the domestic market improvement in productivity and reduction 
in its cost of production compared to the previous years, the industry 
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suffers injury on account of decline in production, and sales ; low net sales 
neaTization; higher inventory built up; negative or low return on investments 
and profits. The injury suffered is matenal and significant. Therefore, the 
arguments of the interested parties that the petitioner domestic Mustry 
does hbt suffer any matenal injury are not valid. ” 

Confidentiality 

26) M regards the submission by 803 DWP that the information on the 
WP&i09S of dumping margin and the injury margin qaJcp^jtjpns has not 
been disclosed to them by the Authority, the Authority notes ftoat the 
calculation of injury margin is based on the NIP of the domestic industry and 
therefore being confidential in WSRiPS, cannot be disclosed. As far as 
information on the workings of dumping margin is concerned, M/s DNP in 
their commits dated 31 st August, 2007 w the disclosure statement issued 
by the Authority, stated as under: 

"We further submit that there appears to be a calculation error in the 
dumping margin. The average weighted normal value as per figure 
provided should be ***, and the weighted export price should be ***. 
This would give a dumping margin of ***.” 

The above stated comments of Mte DNP imply that they were very much 
aware of the required information. 

Miscellaneous Submissions 

.. i»» i * >* — 

27) As regards the submission of M/s DNP that the duties imposed are in 
excess of the injury alleged to have been caused, the Authority notes that 
the duties recommehtfed by the Authority in its final findings dated 14 th 
September, 2007, are lesser of the gwgjns of dumping and injury and 
thereby reasonable as per the Rules. 
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Conclusion and Recommendation 


28) After examining and addressing the submissions made by the interested 
parties pursuant to the post decisional hearing held by the Authority, in 
compliance with the orders dated 11 th August 2011 by the Hon’ble 
CESTAT, the Authority notes that no modification is warranted in the final 
findings issued by the Authority vide Notification No.14/11/2005-DGAD 
14 th September, 2007. The Authority, therefore, hereby re-affirms its 
findings made vide Notification No. 14/11/2005-DGAD dated 14 th 
September, 2007 and the recommendations made therein. 


VUAYLAXMf JOSHI, Designated Authority 
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